AFTER  MOTHER  INDIA

Yet in total disregard of past experiences, and in
spite of Mr. Gandhi's statement, most Indian social
reformers and many Indian politicians still believe the
passing of laws to be a sufficient panacea for all social
evils, And if the Government, remembering the past,
deems it wisdom to sound out public opinion on a bill
regulating Hindu marriages before allowing it to come
to a vote, such action is defeated and stamped as being
'strongly opposed' to Hindu reform.

This is precisely what happened in September 1927,
when the Sarda Bill to regulate Hindu marriages lay
before the Legislative Assembly.

The Home Member's1 amendment, 'that the Bill
be circulated for the purpose of eliciting opinions
thereon,'2 was defeated in a division by fifty-six votea
to fifty-one,

The Government's action is referred to in Unhappy
India:

Another Bill fixing the minimum age for mar-
riage, brought forward by R. B. Har Bilas Sarda,
a Hindu Assemblyman, was very strongly opposed
by the official members. . . ,s
Another motion offered the same day by a prominent
Hindu 'that the Bill be referred to a Select Committee/
was adopted without a division,4 and, when Unhappy
India was written, was still in that stage.5
The advantages of circulating a Bill for opinion are

1 *The Home Member* is the official spokesman for the Govern-
ment of India in the Assembly.  In this case a Briton.

2 Legislative Assembly Debates, September isth, 1927, p. 4,416.

3 Unhappy India, p. 183.

* Legislative Assembly Debates, September isth, 1927, p, 4,415.
5 Unhappy India, p. 183.
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